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N anfwering the Oble@ions againft 
the Proceedings in Scotland, I fee no- 
thing fo popular, as the peg the 

Argument upon the Diffesters——as if they 
were concern’d in refulfing Toleration -in 

Scotland, and that therefore it fhould be a 

Reafon againft the Toleration in Evgland.. 

This isfuch a wild Chimera, that I won- 
der, any gg fhould argue fo weakly ; but 

o I admire, that the Diffen- 

ters in England thould entertain any A 

prehenfions of their Toleration upon this 

Account. 

That there are Defigns—againi* their 
Toleration, I make no Queftioa—and it is 
eafie to fee them through the Mafk ed 
puton=— And that thele Deligas will a 


abortive and imperfedt, . as she lite 
bave almays done before, 1 make no que» 
ftion——And were the Exes of the Diffemters 
‘open, J could eafily convince them, thac 
even the Defigns of their Enemies again 


their Toleration, fhall be the moft effeétual 
Means of fecuring it to thems bus of thes 
bereafter ° 


As to the Danger to the Dimers, with 
Refped to the Toleration they’ sow 


enjoy in Euglegd, from this waa t 
“3 Priia sn aud ae The a 


that feem to be altogether groundlefs 
any Man, that rightly uoderftands, either 
the Nature cf the Toleration ia Englosg, 
or the State of the Qyeftion concerni 
Toleration in Scoshand————Ia which it 
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T think, this Argument needs no fur- 


manifeft, That the Difference is fo wide, 
that the Argument can be drawn from the 
one to the osber, either to ftrengthen or 
deftroy. . are : . 

The Scots oppofe a Toleration by a 
Claim of Right, itipulated besween the two 
Netions 4 And it is evident-—-When the 
Aé'for:Secusity of the Church of Scoskend 
was * _ Scotlund, this very Matter 
Tolergtion #as not a little delared, and the 
Presbyterian Oppofers of the UNION in’Stot-- 
Jand were not backward to exprefs their 


Aporehenfions ofaTolerationheing brobght: 
wpon them by the UNION—-—— They © 


were anfwer'd by the 4& of Security, which 
was fupp6s’dg believ’d,, aii intehded to be 
effe@ual agaiaf fuch a Thigg.—— And bad 
they not chowbhe ir fufficierg, but intified; 
in Wordsar Bength, That we Englith Lis 
surgy foould mot bave been tolerated, or at 
all ws'd in Scotland in publick ; YT may ap- 
peal-to all the Gentlemen concern’d, either 
in Scotland or here in England, that it 
_ would not bave been deny'd wid the 
Avthgfofthisis Wictich cb laste Affurances 
giten w this pee, but ig wes choughe 
modefter to Ict Tt down in lefS pointed 
Terms———-No Man doubting, but that 
am Article, to preferve the Uniformity of 
Worjbipia the Church of Scotland, WITH- 
OUT ANY ALTERATION, in all fxc- 
seeding Generations, muft*be fuppos’d to 
contain. a fufficient Security againft the 
Englifo Lisurgy. 
Now it would feem a very grofs Sug- 
eftion, and reproach the Church. of Eng- 
yr : with: Rraggt, Injuftice,,. to” aeedae 
Thatthey Moyid difcontinue their Tolera- 
iiog to Proteftant Difewrers in ' England, 
Decale they themflves hiving contented 
to. the Exclufion of PEitcopacy in Scotland, 
fhe Scazs fhould hold ¢ 


éim'to their Bargains 
Belides,* the Tileration ~fa ‘Evgland, 

ald the Diflepters ui their gan Righs rp it, 
Saya! iy ain’ ad.ac pleulati nal 
Fae At js {0 fee aay he ithout 


y 


canifet. Gyunice Ye invaded Dy the Chukch 
oF eb t £0 Invade jt, bécadfe che 


4” 
Scots. Wid nop tolérRe “Epitcopacy; “which 
they (the-Eaghifp) confenred fhould nor he 
tolerated, would be a-doubj: ‘Ianjaftice, and 
5a Reprogch to the, Church of Eng sind, € 


Wych as to itnagine. © 


r 


ther Difcourfe—The Scots do init upon it. 
that by the UNION they a not, an 
‘by the Conftitution of the Church 
cannot, admit the Common-Prayer 

to be publickly us’d in Scotland—and thofe 
that offer it to them know, the People 
there by no Means bear it 


of 1 ant lth to fay, that’s the chief Motige — 


of the Attempt. ; 

By the Union, the Ecclefiaftick Conflitu- 
tion of Scotland is become a Civil Right, 
and cannot .be broken in upon, without a 
Breach of the Treaty—The Attempt there- 
fore to introduce Innovations in Worfhip is 
an Attemptaipcn Tht Uniou—sAed indeed 
there it centers And ds I kow, the 
Party intend ro.§e very troulgefome tothe 
Fronfe this Parli t, with eis Petitions 
and Appeals fram Church Judicatories, 
which they pretend to difown, as by their 
publick Declimators.will appear—— I cannot 
but offer, in the humbleft Manner pofhible 
to the Reprefentatives of the Commoms .uf 
Britain, this on¢-Confiterationc | 

Whether ‘any; Jota ene ih 
Britain by Patliament, canbe dechin’d bya 
Subje& of Britain ? If the Sentences of any 
Judicatory is arbitrary or unjuft, oppreffive 
or-exorbitant, an. Appeal_may lie from 
thense tq the gt and immediate Superior 
Juilicatory, ‘and fo-on 6 the Supreme, (viz.) 
The Houfe of Lords; but to decline the 
Authority of a Court eftablith’d by Parlia- 
ment, is todecline the Atchority of Par- 
liament; as to decline the Authority of a 
Mazgiftrate commiffign’d by the QUEEN, 
i8 to dectint ‘the’ Authétity of the QUEEN 
Her-felf. a 

And witt wotild. my Lord Bp. ef 4-5 
or any Bilhopof Enghatd; Lief tos 

fhip’s-Dis- 


ters, it any Of thebt‘iv-hié Lord 
cefs fhould decline the Aathority of his B& 
cfeflaftizal Court? and‘ Appeal -to the Pai- 
litment—“Wovlldit te dectine.the 
Authority’ Of: the" Chath ‘of “Ewp unde 
Bftablth meng 72 ———' Pd Diemers te 
Png hdd - dd ifeht: front the Wotthip: of 
the Church of Evalend but they -wre il 
fubjeted 88° tthe: Diplide of ele Church, 
and ‘may be profecdted-in thd Beclefiaftick 
Courts, ‘and’ dfcen have been: fox. 
—~-.' Nog 


they hs ated to decline their 
‘B5 dt ‘is: cad in} Enghend, 
- flebd to the Jorididion of the Gonee 


landsis every i as legalan Eftablifhment 


equally legal, equally founded in and fe- 
cur’d by: the Union I know very well, 
whofe Grievance it is that it is fo 
But it cannot he avoided, Gentlemen, nor 
will you ever be able to alter it 
pa at it as Jong, “he it ‘ ne as you 
Pleafe, it-ie-impofihle for yet to bret in 
upon it, and net ovarthrosthe Mais. 
Now, if the Difemeers-in. Exghend.aye 
fabjeGed.to the Ecciefiaftichk Proces dfjthe 
arch Judicatgrles: in Zaglznd, and way 
nat plead tothe FurilaiGion of tei Coprts, 
that is, decline sbeir Authoriy—~ Pray, ket 
theme] us, -by- what Law og what Rule of 
Rezfon, ¢an the Epifcopal. Difguters in 
Scotland decline to the Authority of the 
Church Jucicatories in Seothand—— 
And after. all,. whether fhall they appeai ? 
To.the Parliament, fay thefe. People. Haw 
can that be? The Parliament has - fettled 
and confirm’d thefe Judicatories; to ap- 
péalthither, is; to appeal no where ; it is 
to appeal from the Parliament to the Par- 
liament ; for no Authority will {yperfede 
the Power of that Court it {elf has efta- 
blith’d. 1 fee nog whither they cam: ap- 
peal-but to the Pope, bacaufe. there is,ap 
‘other Power on Earth, but what wil ogn, 
the Parliament bad Power fo conftityte 
thefe Judicatories ; and they that own that, 
muft own the Judicatories. . 
_ I perfwade my (elf, fome People. ape fo 
‘gnorant in this Affair, 9s to think, teat 
appealing to, the Britijh Parliament,..is_ 2p- 
pealing againft the Sentence only, a5 it 
was pronounc’d againft thefe People by the 
Judicatories in Scotland ——-— But let fuch 
yedtifie their Miftakes, by obferving that I 
am talking firft of their declining the Au- 
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thority of thb Ghatroh Fudscatostes—which 
is in all thefe ‘Gales: anvecettont te their 
Appeal-—For they have ail fit dectin'd, 
and then appeal’d —. So that their Apps 
is not fo much from the Sentence of the 
sh Judicatories, etitsbeing opprefiive, 
exorbitant, or unjuft, as itis againft the 
Authosicy:chele Judicatories haveto judge 
and determine Matters Ecclefiaftick. 

From hence: it appears, befides other Re- 
marks, that the.Tolesation thele People ex- 
ped, is different from that.the Diffemters 
in Bugland chjoy 5 for it confifts of feveral 
Things, the Diffeaters in Bngtand would 
be lawgh’d at to demand, and whith, fhould 
we talk of them :in: Bxghend<——Engroach- 
ments on the Church<ruining. the Confi- 
tution, pulling dows Monarciry, and a 
Mundred-other {uch Things, would de our 
contiaval oach-—— But In Scorhand It'is 
evident, the Toleration defir’d' muft confift 
of thefe following Heads, befides- others. 
not yetforefeen. — 


Firft, They would ‘Rave ‘Foteration 
without Oaths -to- the Government, 
or praying for the QREEN- 

They would have it- without being fob- 
je@ed to the eftablifh’d Difcipline of 
the Chyrch.. 

They would have it without; figniogytpe 
Confeffien of Faixh of the eftadliffi'd 
-Church., 

They. would bave it without being tusaid 
out of the Parifh-Churches and Sti- 
pends, which they the Rpifcapal Peo- 
pleat prefeat paficls above a Hundred: 
of in Scotland. 

They would Lave it in dige& Concraven- 
vention of a Sacred ERablith’d ‘Treacy 
in the Stipulations, whereof it‘fa.ex- 
prefly bargain’d on both fides not to - 
grant it. 


I think, I can eafily make it ous, rat: 
all thefe Conditigns are. included ip the 
Toleration expefied.in Svorland. Now, 


Gentlemen Diffenters in Englands can it 


any Way concern You or your Tokesation 
that Scotland will not agree to this ?- And 
if it be any thing lefS than this that wif 
content them, lec their A@ions Lala 
an 


‘ ithec in Scotland or in England, 
eet dare fay, I fhall makeit fally 
out. 


ey 
ADVERTISEMENTS. 


~ Ju Publifi’d, ; 

"THE Monthly Mifcellaay, or Memoirs 

EL for the Curious, for Fuse, 1709, 
Vol. II. Containing, A Catalogue of 
Foffils found-in divers Parts of Kent. Hor- 
torum Anglicanorum Delicie, Ot American 
Plants -cultivated in ous Gardens in Eng- 
lend. Papilionaceous or Pez-Bloom Plants. 
Coniferous and. Juliferous Trees. An 
Abridgment of Jfaae de Perejra’s Hiftory 
of the Pre-Adamites; with Remarks there- 
upon. Man a Self-determining Creature, 
Of Faith and Works: Of Juftification, &c. 
Fragments of the Book of Enoch tran- 
flated from the Latin Verfion.of Kircher’s 


tien QOecdipus. Printed for Fames 


Woorward, sin St. Cbriftepber’s Church-Yard, 
Thread-needje-Streets and Sold -by fobs 
Morpbhew, near Stationers- Hal, 


Lately Publifh’d, 
EleBarum de Lingua Latina Obfervatio- 
num Libri'dao. Prior infcribitur Latini 
loquendi Norma 3 b. ¢. aurei Latinitatis Se- 
culi Locutio. Pofterior Burbare vitixfeve lo. 
quendi Confuetudinem inveftigat, patefacit, 
emendat. “Uterque in Ufum Fuventurss, in- 
corrupte Latini Sermonie Integritutis ftudiofe, 
confeGus. Dudu © Cura JOANNIS KER, 
Londini, apud }. Robinfon, J. Lawrence, 
. Bateman, A. Bell, & ¥. Hartley, Bitsio- 
Londinen{es 


Lately Publifh’d, 
Urfus Equeftris Nottingbamienfis. Car- 
men Hexametrum, Autore RICHAR- 
DO JOHNSON, Ludi Literarij ibidem Ma- 
igiftro, Commentariorum Grammaticorum 
-Scriptore, Sold by fobs Morphew near 
Stetioners-Hal, Price 6d. 


a a 


MDCCIX, 


mmd-compate the Words'and Adfions of the Nee: 


Hifonal Ae of s, K 
rinces ernments, Religion, Lar 
ges, Cuftoms, Commoditier, Revolu 
and Rareties thereof. The fecond Edi 


Ri 


By #. Curfon, Gent. Sold by ¥. 
in St. Chriftopber’s Church-Tard, in 
ucedleftreet, 


f>. Bi 
whofe Inventions for the Cure of 
Rupctures have gain’d So Univerfal Efteem, | 
being Improv’d to {0 great a Nicety, that 
one of his Steel Spring Truffesofthelargeft | 
Size, feldom Exceeds 4 ounces in Weight, _ 
and one of the fmalleft rarely exceeds a 
quarter of an Ounce, and are fo well a- 
dapted to the fhapes of human Bodies, — 
that they are extraordinary eafy even to 
New-born Infants, and Intirely keep 
up the Ruptures of what Bignefs fvever. 
Alfo divers Inftruments to help the Weak 
and Crooked. . ‘ 

He js to be fpoke with, the Forenoons 
every Day at his Honfe, at the Golden 
Ball by the ng * Tavern in Prefeot-Street 
in Goodmans Fields, London. And the 
Afternoons at the Golden Ball over againft 
Gheaplide-Conduit, near St. Pauls. 

N. B. His Mother, the Widow of the late 
Mr. Chriftopber Bartlett, lives at hisHovfe fn 
Goodman’ s-Fiolds, and is very flilful in the 
Bufinefs of her own Sex. , 


